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"The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

This application has been granted special status under the accelerated examination program. 

The reply filed 25 September 2006 is not fully responsive to the prior non-final Office action because of the following 
reason(s): 

1. □ The reply includes an amendment that attempts to add claims which would result in more than three (3) independent 

claims, or more than twenty (20) total claims. 

2. □ The reply includes an amendment that attempts to present claims not encompassed by the preexamination search. 

3. □ The reply includes an amendment that attempts to present claims not encompassed by the accelerated examination 

support document and an updated accelerated examination support document was not submitted with the 
amendment. 

4. □ The reply includes an amendment that attempts to present claims that are directed to a nonelected invention or an 

invention other than previously claimed in the application. 

5. □ The reply includes arguments or other items that are not limited to the rejections, objections, and requirements made, 

such as on page of the reply. 

6. ^ Other (including any explanation in support of the above items): The drawing submitted by the applicant on 9/25/2006 
does not comply with the requirements set forth in the MPEP section 601 and 37 CFR 1.81-1.85. Merely placina the 
limitations of independent claims 5 and 10 in block form do not facilitate the understanding of the subject matter sought to 
be patented . The applicant has failed to reference the claim to priority of application PCT EP/00/08263 in the first 
sentences of the specification or in an application data sheet as required under 37 CFR 1 .76. Furthermore, the reply by the 
applicant must be reduced to a writing which distinctly and specifically points out the supposed errors in the Examiner's 
action. The reply must present arguments pointing out the specific distinctions believed to render the claims, including any 
newly presented claims, patentable over any applied references. -see 37 CFR 1.111 b-c. It is also suggested that the use of 
the word "arrangement" in claims 10 to 14 is unclear as it is neither an apparatus nor a method therefore rendering the 
claims indefinite. Finally, the numbering of the claims is incorrect. Claims 5-10 should be re-numbered as claims 6-15 and 
the related dependencies should be adjusted accordingly . 



The reply has not been entered. Since the above-identified reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is give a time period of 
ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the 
omission or correction in order to avoid ABANDONMENT. NO EXTENSIONS OF TIME under 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
permitted. 
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